THEY SHO 


THE 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CLAIMS” 


A ‘ave TION. NOT OF RELIGIOUS LIBERTY, 


| BUT OF POLITICAL BXPEDIENC Y: 


AN ADDRESS 


THE 


Protestant Dissenters of Great Britain, 


ASSIGNING REASONS WHY, 
i (In reference to that subject,) | | 
ULD MAINTAIN fy, MOST STRICT NEUTRALITY. 


“WITH AN-APPENDIX. 


COMEA INING 


THE LETTER OF THE POPE TO THE ARCH-PRIEST BLACK WHHL, | 


AGAINST THE’ OATH OF ALLEGIANCE IN 1607. 


THE OF THE ENGLISH ROMAN 


COPIED FROM THE ORIOINAL IN THE BRITISH 


AND 


PROCEEDINGS OF THE “ BRITISH AND. FOREIGN UNITARIAN 


_ ASSOCIATION, ” MAY 28, 1828. 


JOSEPH IVIMEY. 


| 
| 


“ You iF need be very cautious in iaabiiles Reman Catholies into the 


i have al 
| | | states. 


trusts of this nation, because the power which the Popes and Court of Rome 4 
ways laid claim to, is i an implacable enemy to all Protestant : 


Lord Somers’s Tracts, Vol. i iii, p. 433.. 


LONDON: 


| LISHED BY WIGHTMAN AND CRAMP, , 
| 24, PATERNOSTER-ROW. 


1828. 


- 
ue 
| 
| 
i 
‘ 
______ 
} 
i 
é 
4 
| 


Lonpon : 
Printed by Littlewood and Co. 


15, Old Bailey. 


‘nde 


= 


| | | 
| | 
| 
| 
j 
| 
\ 
\ 
| 
4 
{ 
4 
q 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


THE principles advocated in this pamphlet were 
advanced by the writer, at Dr. Williams's: Library, 
Red-cross street, in the year 1813. The late Rev. 
Dr. John Evans charged him on that account with 
having abandoned the doctrine of religious liberty ; 
in reply whom the Author published a pamphlet, 
entitled, eutrality the proper ground for Protestant 
Dissenters re especting the Roman Catholic Claims,” &c. 
| &@.. He has never seen cause for altering the senti- 
“ments which he there defended, nor is he aware that 
he has in he instance acted inconsistently with 
them. It has afforded him much pleasure of late 
to hear from the leading dissenting ministers, that 
they considered neutrality respecting the Roman 
Catholic claims the proper line of conduct for the 
Protestant dissenters. He confesses, however, that 
some recent events have led him to fear they are 
abandoning the neutral ground, and that they in- 
tend to advocate and petition for Catholic Eman- 
cipation. Should this unfortunately be done by the 
ministers at . the Library, or the Deputies for de-. 
fending our civil rights, there is no doubt it would 
very much influence the general body of Protestant 
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dissenters throughout the One obj ect which’ 
the writer has in view by this publication, is to prevent 
what he thinks would fix a lasting stigma upon their 


character, as if they had forgotten the true princi- 


ples of the glorious Revolution, and were altered as — 
to their.opinions of the unscriptural and horrid na-. 


ture of popery. If his opinion is of any weight, he 


entreats the Protestant dissenters to ‘‘ do nothing 


rashly.” And if any\recommendation should come_ 
from public bodies to advise them to petition in fa- 


: vour of the Roman Catholic claims, that they re- — 
fuse te do so, unless they are fully convinced they 


shall act in character, as persons who have protested — 
against the dangerous errors of popery, and who are 
| to promote and perpetuate constitutional 

London, June 25, 1828. 
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_ THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CLAIMS, &. 
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SECTION I. 


Question stated. 


| 
| 


Iw his address to king Agrippa, the apostle Paul — 
appears to have been relieved from all embarrass- 


ment in regard to the subject of which he was about 

to treat, from the consideration, that he knew Agrippa — 
‘“‘to be expert in all the customs and questions which 
were among the Jews.” It was on this ground he 


founded his appeal: —‘‘ Wherefore I beseech thee 


to hear me patiently.” From the intelligence and 


-candour of my Protestant dissenting brethren, while 


addressing them on a subject of vital importance to — 
the welfare of the church of Christ and of the Eng- | 


lish nation, I expect they will hear me patiently— 


and should any of them even disapprove of my 
sentiments, yet should think them worthy a reply, — 


that they will answer me respectfully. 


Concerning popery as a religious system, there 
are no differences of opinion or Protestant — 
dissenters: they consider it as a total corruption of | 


christianity ; what the prophet calls ‘‘ the abomina- 


tion which maketh desolate,” * and of which awful apos-’— 
tacy the apostle Paul has given a full length portrait, © 
when he designates it “THE MYSTERY OF INI- © 
t And, if possible, the apostle John speaks 
yet more Hig ‘© T saw the woman drunken with 


the blood of the saints, and with the blood of the martyrs.. 
of Jesus.” 


Dan. xi. 31. Thess. ii. 7. 
| I Rev. XVill. 6. | | | | 
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to exercise! the right) of: 
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They are all too, on the of its baie 
the inalienable privilege of creature 
dgment on all 
matters relating to wi in 
his holy ade and also mublicly” to profess and 
zealously to propagate all those peusciples which are 
not injurious to = well-being of society, without 


being restrained by the civil magistrate or being 


liable to be punished in any way on those accounts.— _ 
That every man is accountable to God only for what 
he believes, and that no one ought to be punished 
by civil pains and disabilities for opinions which 
are purely religious, are sentiments now held by all 
Protestant dissenters, and which were defended in 
a pamphlet, by the denomination to which I consider 
it my honour to belong, so early as the year 1615.* 

But in reference to what is called * Catholic 


Emancipation” there is a very great difference of 


- sentiment among us, arising doubtless from the mixed 


state of the question, being partly religious and 
partly political. Were it a question purely religious 
there is no Protestant dissenter but would give it his — 
peat concutrence and support: were it purely 
litical, not one of them, | feel persuaded, would 
tition in its favour. Let it never be forgotten, that 
ci pe of Rome has “‘ two swords,” the ecclesias- 
and civil, and that Roman Catholics must fear 


both, and be ‘subject to the supreme head of their 


church, in respect both to his spiritual and 


authority. 


There are ‘doubtless many involved i in 


this perplexed and perplexing subject, which it ap- 


to me has been less understood than, almost 


‘pears 
any other; at least of equal importance, Many 


rsons among us, eminent for knowledge, and some 
or their piety and to evan- 


he had of Wightman Cramp, price 
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gelical truth, have. it: a question of reli- 
gious liberty, so that'they have displayed: 
‘‘sympathy for the’ poor Roman Catholics, 
haye suffered for conscientious principles,” and this’ 
expression of their s thy has been called ‘‘real' 
liberality, nobleness mind, fearless disdain of) 
pre judices,” &c.* ai | 
ow it, a | to me, ‘that to app by 
liberty, and e to the question 
of Catholic ext emancipation is, to employ them unap- 
propriately ; they are in this application perfect; mis- 
nomers : nor is it less absurd to’call the crvil disabili- 
ties under which ‘the’ Roman Catholics ‘are laid’ b | 
_the laws of the land ‘‘suffering for conscience sake.” 
ask, more done for them: by 
ritis lature in re to religious li 2 
has diode: thie Whee Homan 
Catholics heard to complain of the want’ of liberty 
to worship God according to ‘the’ dictates of their 
consciences ? What im position is practised towards 
them? Are they not a pe of the most en- 
tire toleration? Are they perfect liberty to 
propagate their sentiments, to’ build chapels, to 
establish colleges and schools, and to make : 
lytes in every part of the kingdom? Do'they not 
‘‘ sit under their own vine and fig-tree, none making 
them afraid?” Who ever hears of a Roman Catholic 
congregation being interrupted, even by amob, much 
leas of th being y a What- 
ever cause of complaint they may» ‘think they have 
in regard to the penal laws, they have mone on the 
score of a want of religious vena 49 if they suffer, 
it is not for conscience sake. 
You need not be informed, thei sind 
almost the only reasons why Roman Catholics are 
excluded from in the because 
they submit to the supremacy o pope, there- 
Letter of Charles Butler, tthe Amd fee 
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Hence arises the of giving a suf- 
ficient pledge of an entire and perfect subjection 
to the Protestant sovereign of these realms: it is on- 
account of this divided allegiance the laws refuse to 
recognize them as good subjects, and will not suffer 
them to exercise the powers of legislation or of ma- 


gistracy, or to enjoy the honours and immunities in 
the state. © It is then, at least so it appears to me, a 
question merely of political expediency; a question 


which relates to the safety of ‘‘church and state:” 
and particularly that of the former, with which we ~ 


have certainly nothing to do. 


As to the nature of the oF en la which the 


Roman Catholics owe to the pope, I shall give a 

quotation preserved by Mr. Charles Butler, in one 

_ of his publications.* It contains the well expressed — 
sentiments of the late Lord Castlereagh ;—‘‘ Whilst 
_ they declare,” said Lord C., ‘that they owe no 
- obedience to the pope; inconsistent with their duty 
as good subjects, and that their allegiance to the ex- 
_ ternal head of their church is purely spiritual, and 
_ restricted to matters of faith and doctrine ; yet they 


must be too well versed in the history of mankind 
not to feel and to allow that so dong as sPIRITUAL 


AUTHORITY is evrercised by MEN, it is prone to mix 


itself in temporal concerns, more especially in matters 


which may be considered as affecting the interests — 
of their church itself:—that a taste for power is 
_inseparable from human nature, and that the times 


may return, when the power and influence of the 
see of Rome, if not restrained by wholesome regu- 
lations, may be turned against the temporal interests 
and security of the state.” 

It would be easy, as you know, to multiply quo- 


tations from the speeches of eminent statesmen and 
writers of note on this subject; but, I hope, enough — 


is said in this section to give the true state of the 


. question, and to prove that it relates not to religious 
fberty but to political expediency : as unto 


wise men, judge ye what say.” 
* Memoirs of the English, Irish, Scottish 
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“SECTION 


| 

nee in’ ‘relation to the Catholics, at the 
| Revolution of 


William, prince of Orange, the 
deliverance of England, his standard bore this sig- 


nificant motto: ues The Protestant Reli gion and the 


liberties of England:” underneath this, com 
the sentence, was the motto of the House of | 


sau, to which the prince belonged, ‘J will maintain. 0.” ee. 
This illustrious prince knew, that the union between ~~ 


the Protestant religion and the liberties of England 


was so intimate that they could not be separated, 


and that the former was the basis on which the latter — 
rested, and the safeguard by which alone they could — 
be preserved. It is to the immortal honour of this — 
first constitutional British king, that he ‘‘ main- 
tained” both of these: and to the care which he 
took to preserve the succession to the throne in the 
Protestant line, the nation for one hundred and 


| — years has enjoyed an unexampled degree of 
-. civil and religious liberty, of peace and pros perity! 


Can these blessings be attributed (under the d divine ~ 
providence) to any other cause than the Protestant 
ascendancy, established and confirmed by: the glorious | 
revolution 
To secure the Protestant ascendancy i in the state, 
established at the reformation, various tests had 
been enacted by successive parliaments, to exclude’ 
from all share in the government persons profess- 
ing themselves Roman Catholics.. It was ores | 
tests, which in the reign of James Il., a 
king, proved the grand hindrance to the Tnestiane 
ment of popery ; and to remove these tests was the 
end which that monarch kept steadily in view, in 
all the arbitrary measures of ne short, but eventful, , 


rei 
‘The a was SO ) alive. to the e dangers of popery, 


| 


| 
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that king James II. found it impossible to get Ro- 


man Catholics returned’as members of parliament. 


This appears from a royal proclamation, issued 
Sept. 21, 1687. His majesty said, ‘And that for the 

_ further securing, not only the church of England, but 
_ the Protestant religion in general, he was willing the 


Roman Catholics should remain incapable to be mem- 


bers of the House of Commons; whereby those fears" 


and apprehensions would be removed which many 
persons had had, that the legislative authority would be 


engrossed by them, and turned against the Protestants.” 


‘When it was expected that the prince and prin- 
cess of Orange would succeed him in the throne, this 


zealous popish monarch made use of every means 
to procure their approbation of the test and penal © 


laws against the Roman Catholics being repealed. 
Mr. Fagel’s answer to Mr. Stewart’s letter on this 


subject is well known. This letter contained the 


following striking sentiments :—‘‘ That it was the 


opinion of the prince and princess that no christian © 


ought to be punished for his conscience, or ill-used 
because he differed from the established religion, 
and, therefore, would consent, that the Roman Ca- 


_tholics should enjoy a full liberty of conscience. That 


as to the nonconformists, their highnesses did not only 


| 


consent, but heartily approved of their having an © 


religion, without any trouble, hindrance, or molesta- 


. entire liberty of conscience for the exercise of their — 


tion on that score. But their high mightinesses _ 


could not by any means agree to the repeal of the — 


tests, and those other penal laws that tended to the 


security of the Protestant religion, since the Roman 


Catholics received no other prejudice from these than 


their being excluded from parliament and public 


employments; and that by them the protestant re- 


ieiiont is sheltered from all the designs of the Roman 
Catholics against it, or against the public safety.” * 


Their declared they were 1) to 


Rapin's History of England, ii, 
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| 
consent that both the Protestant dissenters and the 

| Papists should have full religious liberty ; but 

+ could not consent to the repeal of those>laws by 

| which the Roman Catholics were excluded from | 

=houses of parliament, and out of all public 
employments, ecclesiastical, civil, and military; 
that they believed they should have much ‘to an- | 
_ swer to God for, if the consideration of any. pre-_ 

‘ sent advantage should carry them to consent to 

| __ things, which they believed would not only be dan- | 

gerous but mischievous to the protestant religion.” 

| I need not inform you, who so well understand 

the constitution of 1688, that it is essentially and | 
fundamentally Protestant, excluding Roman Catho- 
lics from all posts of honor and places of trust and 
power under the government. This subject was de- 
‘bated in parliament, for king William ITI. says, . 
on one occasion, in his address to both houses, 
‘He thought the Roman Catholics ought to be 
satisfied with that (the exercise of their religion) 
and not disturb the quiet of the kingdom, under 
pretence that they were shut out of parliament and 

_ employment ; and because those laws, wherein the — 
security of the Protestant religion chiefly consisted, 

were not repealed ; whereby eo we a put into a 
condition to overturn it.” 

To these sentiments of the king ma’ y be added 
those of the famous Lord Somers, which are a spe- 
cimen of the opinions of all the true Protestant 
statesmen at that period: ‘‘ You had need be very 
cautious in admitting Roman Catholics into the 

. trusts of this nation, because the power which the 

_. pope and court of Rome have always laid claim 
to, is indeed an enemy to Protestant 
states whatever.” 

Another proof of the care exercised the 
tion, to secure the kingdom, from the rule of Roman 
Catholics, is the act to secure the succession which 
passed Dec. 16, 1689, “‘ That the kings and queens 


shall be. obliged at their coming 
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the crown, to take the test in the first session of 


parliament that shall be called at the beginning of — 


their reign; and that if any king or queen of Eng- 
land shall embrace the Roman Catholic religion, or 
marry with a Roman Catholic prince or princess, 
their subjects shall be absolved of their allegiance ; 


and that the crown and government of their realm 


shall, from time to time, descend to and be enjoyed 


by such persons, being Protestants, as should have _ 


inherited the same in case the said persons, so re- 
conciled to the church of Rome, or marrying a papist, 
as aforesaid, were naturally dead.” * - 
_ To perpetuate the recollection of the eminent ser- 
vices rendered by the prince of Orange, it is said of — 
him in ‘‘ the Declaration of Rights,’—‘‘ Whom it | 


hath pleased Almighty God to make the glorious in- 


strument of delivering this kingwom from popery and 
arbitrary power.” 

You will. agree with me that at the time wien 
these acts were passed, they were absolutely neces- 
aug to secure the Protestant religion from popery, 

the state from tyranny. That circumstances 
have so far changed, there being now no popish pre-_ 
tender to the crown, that there is not equal danger 


to be apprehended, I fully admit; but whethersuch _— 


an alteration in the constitution ‘could be made, as 

would destroy the Protestant ascendency, and yet 
the protestant religion of the country and its civil — 
liberties remain unimpaired, is 1 apprehend, very 
problematical, Of this, however, let the legislature 


_ judge. I feel myself incompetent to decide upon 


such a vital question ; and as I am not called upon to 
give any opinion, | consider it right to leave it entirel 

to the wisdom of the government: at any rate I shall 
not, by. petitioning for ‘‘ Catholic emancipation,” seem 
to say that our forefathers, at the revolution, were not 
competent to settle the principles of the constitution. 
of of the as exer- 


Life of King Williath, iii, 259. 
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_cised in England and Ireland, through the popish pre- 


lates, Mr. Abbot (now Lord Colchester,) said, on May 
‘ 24, 1813, ‘6 This, sir, is that spiritual supremacy, * 


however | 
REMEMBER IT, which Lord Clarendon and Lord 
_ Somers, as statesmen, Mr. Locke, ¢ as a political 


was head of the church under Christ; 2. That the pope or 


tion and rank of the pope;” and thus “the bishop of Rome has — 


exercised, AND LET ALL ENGLISHMEN 


philosopher, and King William, as a sovereign, all 
deemed to be incompatible with the proTEsTANT 


CONSTITUTION of these realms.” 


* In the creed of Pope Pius IV. it is asked, “* What is the 
Catholic doctrine as to the pope’s supremacy? 1. That St. Peter 


bishop of Rome, is at present head of the church and Christ’s 
vicar upon earth.” This creed concludes as follows :—I, N. N, 
do at this present truly profess, and sincerely hold this true Ca- 
tholic faith, WITHOUT WHICH NO ONE CAN BE SAVED: and 

promise most consistently to retain and confess the same, entire 


and unviolated with God’s assistance, to the end of my life.” 


Mr. Charles Butler says, in his Memoirs of the English Catho- 
lics, &c., ‘‘ Of the first distinction among christians is, of those 
who believe and those who disbelieve the supremacy in jurisdic- 


in every age uninterruptedly enjoyed this splendid pre-eminence 


with the universal consent of all christendom.’’ And does Mr. 


Butler indeed believe that all who do not truly profess and sin- 
cerely hold this dogma cannot be saved? . No, he did a few years 
ago; but since observing “ the celestial deeds,” of the Rev. R. 
Aspland and his friends, at the late commemorative dinner for — 
the repeal of the test and corporation acts; he can now bless 
heretics (at least those whom his church calls heretics). ‘ I had 


the pleasure,” says Mr. B. “‘ to sit next to our common friend, 


Dr. Thomas Rees. May God bless you both! Though we now 
pray in different churches, may we—may all that joined us yes- 
terday, meet in the tabernacles of heaven, and sing the praises 
of the Almighty, and bless his holy name through all eternity,” 
Ought not Mr. Butler to abjure the creed of Pope Pius IV.? — 
+ Mr. Charles Butler, speaking of this eminent philosopher, 
says, in his letter to Mr. Aspland, dated Lincoln’s Inn, on the 
19th June: ‘* Early in life I met with Mr. Locke’s first letter on 


toleration, which you know comprises all that is found in his sub- 


sequent letters. His doctrine of religious liberty became mine, 
and J have undeviatingly adhered to it.” The unwary will think 
from this statement that Mr. Locke advocated liberty for Roman 
Catholics: nothing less. After enumerating some of the prin- 
ciples of the papists, such as that “ princes may be dethroned 
by those that differ from them in religion,’—that ‘‘ Faith is not 
to be ke 7 heretics,”— that ‘* dominion is founded in grace,” 
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SECTION II. 


Historical Proof of the Subjugation of the English 
Roman Catholics to the See of Rome, in the reign 


_ Tue horrid treason which was committed by the 
gunpowder plot,” in the reign of James I., in 1605, 
is too well known to need reciting here. The gen- | 
tleness of the king, considering the greatness of the — 
provocation and the danger which he had escaped, to- — 
wards the Roman Catholics is much to his honor. 
a ‘He caused the form of an oath to be prepared, ‘‘ To 
| the end,” he says, ‘‘ that I might make a separation | 
not only between all my good subjects in general, — 
and unfaithful traitors that intend to withdraw them- — 
| selves from my obedience ; but especially to make a | 
4 separation between so many of my subjects, who, | 
if _ though they were otherwise popishly affected, yet _ 
retained in their hearts the print of their natural — 
duty to their sovereign.”* Mr. Butler says, This 
oath was so drawn up that, he truly confesses, no - 
Romanist, at the present day, would refuse to take 
it. He adds, ‘‘ It disclaimed the pope’s deposing — 
power absolutely, and without any qualification 


he says, ‘‘ these, therefore, and the like, who attribute unto the 
_ faithful, religious and orthodox, that is, in plainterms, untothem- 
selves, any peculiar privilege or power above any other mortalsin 
civil concernments ; or who upon pretence of religion, do chal- 
lenge any manner of authority over such as are not associated 
with them in their ecclesiastical communion, J say these have no 
right to be tolerated by the magistrate ; as neither those that will 
not own and teach the duty of tolerating all men, in matters of 
mere religion: for what do all these sat the like doctrines sig- 
_ nify? but that those men may, and are ready upon any occasion, 
to seize the government, and possess themselves of the estates 
and fortunes of their fellow subjects; and that they ‘only ask 
leave to be tolerated the magistrate so long, until they find 
themselyes strong enough to effect 


* Butler's History of the English Catholics, vol. i. p. 208. 
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and abjured bs impious and heretical the damnable 
doctrine that princes, excommunicated or ‘deprived 

a by the pope, might be deposed or murdered by their 

subjects, or any other whatsoever.”"* 

t » Mr. Prebendary Townsend, after reciting the oath, 

_ says, ‘‘Such was the oath required by the Pro- 
testant government of England (in an age when 
toleration was not tau; ght) of a class of subjects, | 
who were suspected of being generally concerned in 

the most atrocious and sanguinary. treason which 

had ever disgraced the annals of this country. Were 
_ the Romanists willing to take it? Zhe great majority 
took tt gladly. They were happy to return to their al- . 
_legiance, and to throw of the suspicions under which 
they were so oppressed. 'The Arch-priest Blackwell, 

| who had been appointed by the pope, instead of a 

| __ bishop, to superintend their affairs, and to communi- — 

cate with Rome, encouraged them to take it, and set 
himself the example. the commons wished 
to insert a clause ‘ that the pope had no power to ex- 
communicate the king,’ James forbade its insertion; 
’ he wished only for his own security. Why then was. 
_ there further jealousy ‘ ? Now was the opportunity af- 
forded for an entire oblivion of the past ; at the moment 
when the Protestants were in power, and might : 
__be expected to take revenge for the conspiracy, and 
__ when the Romanists too were most unprotected and 
feared persecution. The wounds of the nation might 
have been healed; for the overture proceeded from 
the stronger party; but the pore prohibited the taking 
the oath* ; the pore forbad the banns, and the mar- 
riage of the parties was prevented for ever. ‘Black, =| 

well was deposed for his loyalty. The first brief — 
_. which the pope sent over, was supposed to be.a for- 
gery; so improbable, so impossible did it appear to 
the Romanists, that he could be so decidedly whe 


* This dei be seen at length in Butler's History of the 
Catholics, vol, i. p. 273, or” in Townsend's Accusations of His- 
tory, &c. 420. | 
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enemy both of the peace of the kingdom and the 


tranquillity of the Romanists of England. They | 
imagined, says Rapin, that it was a forgery of their 


enemies, to draw them into a non-compliance with 
their duty. In the following year, however, a second 


brief commanded them to abjure the oath, on pain 


of forfeiting their salvation. A long controversy be- — 


gan among the Romanists upon the extent of the 
deposing power ; but the result was that the pontiff 
was to be obeyed. Obedience to the temporal sovereign — 
was decided to be inconsistent with religious duty.” * 
What can be more plain from this piece of history, 


than, when the authority of the king and that of the © 


pontiff come into a state of collision, that Roman 


- Catholics, as they value their salvation, must submit 


to the directions of their supreme and spiritual head, 


and be compelled to oppose that supreme and civil 


authority in the state to which they have sworn 


allegiance, and to which they owe their protection ? 


That the king considered the ‘‘ gunpowder plot’ 


as having been instigated, or at least abetted, by the 
_ pope, for the oe of destroying the Protestant 


Influence in 
which he soon afterwards published, addressed to all 


ngland, appears from the apology 


christian princes, to clear himself from the false im- 
putation of having been a persecutor of the Roman 
Catholics. This apology the king thus concludes :— 
‘« But time and paper will fail me to make an enume- _ 
ration of all the benefits and favours that I bestowed - 

in general and particular upon papists. In recounting _ 
whereof, every scrape of my pen would serve but for — 


@ blot of the pope’s ingratitude and injustice, in meeting 


me with so hard measures for the same. 

That the unlearned reader may judge for himself 
of the authority exercised by the pope on this _ 
occasion over the subjects of the king, I have 
procured a translation of his letter, which is given © 


inthe Appendix, No.1. It is entitled Cardinal 


Accusations of &C. 
Repip' s History of vol. ii. p. 174. 
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 Bellarmine’s Letter to the Arch -priest Blackwell, against 
the Oath of. Allegiance. ” The original Latin letter 
may be consulted in an excellent work, entitled ‘* The 
Accusations of History against the Church of Rome,” 
&c.&c., by the Rev. George Townsend, M. A. Preben- 


of Pp. 363—368. 


SECTION 


Historical Proofs that the Roman Catholics of the pre- i) 
sent day are subjugated to the See of Rome. | 


In the y ar 1821, I published some remarks upon 
Mr. Charles Butler's “ History of the English, Scot- 


tish, and Irish Catholics.” It may not be unsuitable 


to copy those observations from the Baptist Magazine, 
to illustrate further the incompatibility of the Roman 
Catholics rendering allegiance to the king, while they 


practically regard the supremacy of the pope. 
‘“‘The perseverance with which the Roman Catho- 


lics of the united Empire have, for several years — 
pest, ap lied to government, in order that they m ay 
a pon a level with Protestants of the Chure 

a sp as * eligibility to all offices of civil trust 
and authority, is a subject so big with importance, 
that it has peg the tongues and pens « of the 
most eminent persons of-the community. Among 
others the author of the volumes before us, who is 
himself a Roman Catholic, has exerted no small 
measure of talent on behalf of that communion, and 
has, doubtless, contributed in a large degree, by his 
writings and his influence, towards obtaining the re- 
peal of many severe and oppressive acts bewips) the 


period of the late reign. 
Butler, as might be expected, i in Listing the 
history of Roman Catholics, has endeavoured to 
show, that, from the period of the Reformation, they 
have been an oppressed and persecuted people ; an 
though he cannot deny them to have been in some in- 


stances of crimes the state, yet that 
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were provoked to them, and were often joined in them | 


by Protestants; also, notwithstanding they have 


sometimes burnt Protestants for their religion, that _ 
he can prove that papists have been burned by Pro- 


testants! Having summed up the items, he strikes — 
the balance, and finds the account nearly equal.* 
‘«‘ We are no apologists for persecuting Catholics, | 


nor have we, as Baptists, any cause to blush for the 


conduct of our forefathers, respecting whom even Mr. 
Butler says, yol.i.p.325. ‘ It is observable, that 


this denomination of Christians (the Baptists), now 
truly respectable, but in their origin as little intel- 


lectual as any,—/irst propagated the principles of reli- 


gious liberty 


‘It is not our design to remark upon the whole of 
© Mr. Butler has again insinuated, that the Protestants have 


been as great persecutors as the Papists, in his recent letter to Mr. 


Aspland, in'the Times of the 23d inst. :—he says, ‘‘ The san- 


guinary code of Queen Elizabeth—the court of high commis- 


sion— the episcopalian persecutions in Scotland—the ejection of 


the Presbyterian ministers by the act of uniformity—the pro- 
ceedings in Oates’s oar the scanty measure of religious — 


liberty doled out in the act of toleration, I have frequently and 
loudly lamented and reprobated. As frequently and loudly have 
[ lamented and reprobated the Inquisition, —the Marian persecu- 


tion—the massacre of St. Bartholomew’s day—the revocation 


of the edict of Nantes—the expatriation of the Jews and Mo- 
riscoes from Spain, and the niggard toleration yet shown to Pro- 
testants in some Catholic countries on the continent.” Mr. Butler | 


might have noticed in this last enumeration, the Irish massacre _ 


also of 1641, in which every species of execrable barbarity to- 
wards the Protestants was dheplayed. 
T appeal to every one acquainted with history, whether the above 

lel between protestant and popish persecutions is not ludicrous! 
hat similarity, for instance, is there between ‘‘ the code of Eli- 


zabeth,” and the ‘‘ Inquisition ?”’ — between the measure of religi- 


** ous liberty doled out by the toleration act,” and the ‘‘ revocation 
of the edict of Nantes?” &c. &c. We reprobate as much as 


‘Mr. Butler can do the persecutions by Protestants, but can 


never admit they were equal in atrocity to those exercised by 
Papists. Besides, all classes of Protestants now denounce those 
proceedings. Will Mr. Butler inform us when it was that any 
council of the church of Rome declared its abhorrence of the 
massacre on St. Bartholomew’s day, or of any other cruelties 


‘practised by the members of that church upon Protestants ? 
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_ which existed 


_ them the most extensive religious liberty. 
_ Mary account given us by 


the relief of the English Catholics, contains some 
curious facts not generally but — 


19 


these volumes, but to collect information from’ them 
respecting the state of the Roman Catholics in the 
United Kingdom, and the principles which they | 


present hold on those subjects which are essentially 


and necessarily connected with the question of what 


has been designated ‘ Catholic Emancipation.’ 


This will be done by extracting from Mr. Butler’s 
volumes information as to the proceedings of the 
English Roman Catholics since they were formed 


inte what is ealled the English Board of Roman Ca- 


tholics ; and also as to the opposition which they have 
experienced from the Pope, the Vicars Apostolic in 
England, and the Irish Roman Catholics, in all their 
_ attempts to procure the repeal of those penal statutes, 


which | are still in force both against Roman Catho- 
lics and Protestant dissenters. In these respects 


- both these bodies stand so much upon a level, that 
the late eminent statesman, Mr. Pitt, told the Catho- 
lics in 1788, that whatever was conceded to the ; 
Roman Catholics, the Protestant dissenters must also 


enjoy. Vol.ji. p.109.* 


‘The Roman Catholics had relief 


by a bill passed i in 1778, at which time the prejudices : 
against them were so strong, that in — 
the year 1780, while other methods for removing — 


penal statutes were contemplated by Parliament, the 


riots at London, Edinburgh, and Glasgow, took place, 


to the disgrace of a civilized country, especially of a 
Protestant state. Another act passed in 1791, which, 
with some subsequent measures, has entirely ‘secured 
the persons and property of the Roman Catholics 
from outrage and violence, and conferred also upon 


r. Butler of the princi- 
circumstances which tended the act of 1791 for 


laws to Protestant dissenters were in last. 


The sum- — 
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to light ‘some of those causes which have produced 


so much disunion amongst the Roman Catholics, | 
and which have exposed the English Catholic Board 
to such odium and soit vm from the Trish Catho- 


lics. 
«It was in 1787 that the English ashen Catholics 


formed themselves into a committee for watching over 
and promoting their public interests. This commit- 
_tee originally consisted ,of noblemen and gentlemen ; 
but the next year one of the apostolic vicars, and 

several priests, were added to their number. 


One of their first proceedings was in 1788 to _ 


“memorialize Mr. Pitt, stating the severe laws in force 


against them. In reply to this, Mr. Pitt ‘ desired the 


Catholics to furnish him with authentic evidence of 


the opinion of the Catholic clergy and Catholic uni- 


-versities, with respect to the e istence and extent of 


lLiament 


the Pope’s dispensing power.’ 


| ** The ey then proceeded to make application to par- 

or repealing all the laws which placed the 
English Catholics in a worse situation than the Pro- 
testant dissenters. It was in consequence of this 


that the late Lord Stanhope framed a ‘ protestation,’ 


for the purpose of the Roman Catholics solemnly and 


publicly disclaiming some of the tenets which were 


generally imputed to them. This ‘ protestation’ 


was signed by the four vicars apostolic, and by all 


the Catholic clergy and laity in England of any note, 


and was printed and circulated throughout the coun- 
try. A new oath was prepared, in accordance with 


the clause in the protestation which respected the 
views of Roman Catholics as to the dispensing power 


of the Pope. This was, ‘ that no foreign prince, © 
‘person, prelate, state, or potentate, hath or ought to 
have, any civil jurisdiction or authority whatsoever 
within this realm :—or any spiritual authority, power, 


or jurisdiction whatsoever, that can pul or indi- 


rectly affect or interfere with the independence, so- 


. vereignty, laws, or constitution of this kingdom, or 


with the civil or government thereof, 
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_ though they had signified their approbation of these 
_ principles by signing the ‘ protestation,’ were deter- 
_ mined to oppose the oath; for they addressed what 


chor, and resolved, ‘ That the committee shall en- 
to prevail on the legislature to alter the oath 


the oath would be unobjectionable.’ The oath was 


form: ‘ That no church, ‘nor any prelate, nor any 


dependency, sovereignty, laws, constitution, govern- 


- mained liable to the censure fixed on the former.’ 


further step to get the oath altered for the purpose of 
_ pleasing their offended prelates. In an address to the 


1 unequivocal declaration of the sentiments of the Eng- 
] lish Catholics as men and citizens,’ and of the oath 


persons, or properties of the subjects thereof.” — 
‘“‘ It soon appeared that the four vicars apostolic, 


is called an encyclical letter to all the clergy and 
laity, declaring it to be unlawful to take the oath, — 
&c. &c. The committee being now in great difficul- 
ties, met February 3, 1790, at the Crown and An- 


to the words of the protestation ; and that so altered, 
accordin; ly altered, and then stood in the following 


poem of prelates or priests, nor any ecclesiastical 
power whatsoever, have, hath, or ought to have, any 
jurisdiction or authority whatsoever within this realm, 
that can, directly or indirectly, interfere with the in- 


ment, or the rights, liberties, persons, or properties 
of the people of the said realm, or any of them.’ — 

‘« This alteration satisfied one of the apostolic vicars, 
but not the three others, who wrote to their respec- 
tive flocks, telling them that ‘the altered oath re- 


“The committee, notwithstanding this, resolved to 
persevere to get the bill passed, without taking any 


general body of the English Catholics, signed April 21, 
1792, they speak of the protestation, ‘as an explicit and 


‘as a counterpart of the protestation.'—‘ To withdraw 
the oath,’ say they, ‘appeared to us receding from 
the protestation. To recede from the protestation, 
we held in horror ; we thought it an act of unjustifi- 
able poner ; we were a it would cover the 
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body, and ourselves i in sishinilen, writin ignominy, ond i 


_ make us for ever despicable in the eyes of men of 


honour, principles, consistency of character, or truth. 
We never, therefore, could be induced to solicit the 


withdrawment of the oath.’ 
_ “ Our readers will be ready to ask, if these were 


the determinations of the body of En; glish Catholics, 
who had protested in the face of the silaten and of 


parliament, ‘that no foreign prince, predate, &c. &c. 
had or ought to have any civil jurisdiction, &c. or 
any spiritual authority within the realm, that could, 
directly or indirectly, interfere with the indepen- 
dence, &c. of the people of this realm, &c. &c. how 
was it that they were so much interfered with, that 
their independence was entirely nullified, if not de- 
stroyed ? The subsequent history informs us, if not 
in so many words, yet by implication, that a power | 
existed at Rome, to which these noblemen, gentle- 
men, and priests, were so subject, and by which 
they were so enthralled, in a matter which related 
solely to their civil rights as the subjects of Great 
Britain, that ‘to prevent any misconception of their 
conduct by the holy see, the committee determined | 


- to depute the Rev. Mr. Hussey, afterwards Bishop 
of Waterford, to his holiness, to lay before his holi- — 


ness a fair representation of the late proceedings of 
the committee, and an exact state of the present si- 
tuation of the English Catholics. _ 
‘* In the instructions given to Mr. Hussey as to the 
object of his embassy to Rome we find, that he was 
to inform his holiness, ‘ that the protestation,’ which 
had given so much uneasiness at Rome, ‘was a 
pledge of uprightness called for by their Protestant | 
fellow-subjects ; that it was not attempted to be car- 
ried into execution, as a basis of public measures, 
until it had been approved and signed by the aposto- 
li¢ vicars, the far greater part of the clergy, and 
most of the respectable laity in the four districts ; 


that it had been already presented to parliament, and 


therefore, if the present form were not perfectly cor- 
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in the the éoimmiteee were not to blame, 


because no alterations had been previously called for 
by the clergy, and the deed having gone before par- 
liament, it could not possibly be revoked ; and that 


It was not intended to hurt religion, but to serve it ; 
not to infrmge the communion of English Catholics 


with the holy apostolical see, but to render that com- 


munion less odious ; not to prejudice the character of 


the Jirst Sol pond of the-church: but to rescue it from oblo- 
and abuse? But Doctor Hussey being chaplain 


to the S panish embassy, was not suffered to proceed 
_ to Rome, and we hear no more of the opititon of the 


pe! 
“ Thei of the ope 


vicars apostolic, was. more powerful than that of the 


whole body of English Catholics, ‘ who persisted in 


their reap | to take any active part in procuring an 
alteration in the oath.’ The bill passed the House of 


4 Commons unaltered, and without a dissenting voice ; 


but in the House of Lords the vicars apostolic ob- 
tained the alteration which they solicited ; and the 
clause to which the pope and they had objected was 


altogether omitted. And the bill thus amended 


passed into a law, leaving the oath precisely as it was 
in the bill of 1778, viz. ‘ And I do declare, that I-do 
not believe that the pope of Rome, or any other fo- 
reign prince, prelate, state, or potentate, hath or 


or ought to have any temporal or civil jurisdiction, 


power, superiority, or pre-eminence, directly or in- 
directly, within this realm.’ The additional clause 


_ which they rejected was, ‘ Nor any ecclesiastical 


er whatsoever, have, hath, or ought to have, any ju- 
risdiction or authority whatsoever within this realm, that 
can, directly or indirectly, interfere with the indepen- 
dency, sovereignty, laws, constitution, government, or 
the rights, liberties, persons, or properties Y the people 
of the said realm, or any of them” - 

‘From this it appears, that the body of English 
Catholics, both clergy and laity, were willing tu re- 
nounce subjection, n not noey to the — and civil 
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jurisdiction of the pope, but also to his ju- 
risdiction, if it ever should interfere directly or indirectly 
with the allegiance they owed to the king of England: 
but that the vicars apostolic, influenced by the pope, 
would not suffer-them to give the government such a 

pledge. Is it not clear then, that English Roman 
Catholics are expected by their spiritual superiors, 

to submit implicitly to foreign ecclesiastical autho- 
rity, even when it interferes with the independency, 
sovereignty, laws, constitution, government, &c. &c. 
&c. of the people of the realm? So true is it, ‘that 
no man can serve two masters ;’ and also, that when 
the civil authority of the chief magistrate interferes 
with the ecclesiastical authority of the pope, the Ro- 
man Catholics must obey the pope rather than the 
king! Is it not, therefore, impossible they can give 
that pledge of their allegiance to the king, which shall 

effectually secure his subjects from 

f o _ pression, if they should be entrusted with the admi- 

nistration of the laws? 

‘¢ But to return to this famous ‘ protestation,’ which 
had now been rendered useless, we find that at a ge- 
neral meeting held at the Crown and Anchor Tavern 

inthe Strand, June 9, 1791, it was resolved, ‘Thatas 
| the oath contained in the bill for the relief of English — 

; Catholics is not expressed in the words of the pro- 

: testation, the Eng lish Catholics take this occasion to 

repeat their to the protestation, as an ex- 

_ plicit declaration of their civil and social principles ; 

_ and direct the committee to use their endeavours to 

£6 have it deposited in the Museum, or some other pro- 

per place of public institution, that it may be pre- 
| served there, as a lasting memorial of their litical 

4 _ and moral integrity.. To which they er have 

m™ ||. added,—and as a permanent monument of their de- 

| graded and humiliated circumstances, in consequence of 
i their religious adherence to a foreign prince and prelate, 
who has by his recent conduct justly subjected them to 

— the suspicion of their government, and exposed them 

to the pity and wai of all their Protestant 
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Cc onsequence of this. (we 


are gravely but without any expression of 
_ indignation,) ‘ it is this 30th day of December, 1791, 
delivered to Doctor Morton, the secretary of the Bri- 
tish Museum, by Charles Butler, secretary to the 
Catholic committee!’ We only add, that we hope > 
Dr. cy good care of it, for the purpose of 
its being known in future, what concessions the Eng- 
lish Cathpli¢s. would have made in 1791, to. obtain | 
merely equal privileges with Protestant dissenters ; ; 
but which we suppose they would not now be per- 
mitted to make in order to their being admitted to 
share in all the honours and jurisdictions of the state.* 
‘‘The English Roman Catholics being obliged to 
abandon the protestation, a new project was tried, 
for the purpose of obtaining eligibility to all the offices 
of trust and authority in this Protestant state. , This — 
was, by proposing to give the king a power in the © 
election of the Roman Catholic bishops in Ireland. 
‘This proposal received,’ says Mr, Butler, ‘ the 
short, but expressive appellation of she Keto. Vol. 
ll. p. 144-148, 
“ We are informed by Mr. Butler, that i in the trans- 
actions relating to this document, ‘ the English Ca- 
tholics can scarcely be said to have taken any part ;’ 
but we are favoured with a copy of what are called 
- the ‘celebrated resolutions of the Irish prelates in 
1799, in favour of the Veto.’ The first and second 
_ of ‘these are, ‘ That a provision, a govern- 
ment, for the Roman Catholic clergy of this king- 
dom, competent and secured, ought thankfully to “ 
accepted.’ —‘ That in the appointment of the pre- 
lates ‘of the Roman Catholic religion to vacant sees, 
within the kingdom, such interference of govern- 
ment as may enable it to be satisfied of the loyalty 
of the person appointed, is just, and ought to be 
agreed tp." ‘A _ Several other resolutions to the same 
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the mention of it in parliament had, in consequence 
of this rejection, become the most ‘unfortunate cir- 
cumstance which had befallen the Catholics, since 
they had been suitors for their relief. It may be 
said, with the greatest truth, that it was a matter of 
triumph to all ithe enemies, and a matter of great 
concern to all the friends of Catholic emancipation. 

Unhappily there were not wanting those, who too 
_ successfully exerted themselves to keep alive the ge-_ 
heral irritation which this were event had pro- 


duced.” P. 196. | 
“‘ At the beginning of the year 1810, the Eni glsh 


‘Roman Catholics, who had petitioned 
were informed by Lord Gre mane at the head of the 
administration, that the lish Catholics should 
annex to their petition some sere declaration of 
__ their willingness to give any reasonable pledge, not — 

inconsistent with their religious principles, for the 
loyalty of the persons who should be appointed their 
bishops. It appears that Evglish Roman Catholics 
* were willing, whenever an enlarged and liberal ‘sys- 
tem should be adopted in their regard, to acquiesce 


in any arrangement, consistent with their religious prin- 


ciples, and the discipline of the Roman Catholic church, 
which might be deemed expedient for securing the 


a loyalty of the persons thereafter to be chosen to the 


rank or office of bishop.’ As this declaration, how-— 
ever, might appear to express a readiness on the part — 
of the En glish Catholics to accede to the specific 
measure of the ‘ Vero, which the Irish prelates: 
had declared to be inexpedient, and fearing that it 
might give offence to the Roman Catholics of Ireland, — 
the following resolution was framed instead of it ; 
viz. ‘ That the English Roman Catholics, in solicit- 
ing the attention of parliament to their petition, are 
actuated, not more by a sense of hardships and disa- — 
bilities, under which they labour, than by a desire to’ 
secure, on the most solid foundation, the peace and 


harmony of the British empire ; and to obtain for 


emeerives opportunities of manifesting, by the most 
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active exertions, their zeal and interest inthe com- 


mon cause, in which their country is engaged) for 


the maintenance of its freedom and. independence ; 
- and that they are firmly persuaded that adequate 
_ provision for the maintenance of the civil and reli- 

gious establishment of this kingdom may be made, 
consistently with the strictest adherence, on ‘their — 
part, to the tenets and discipline of the Roman Ca-— 
tholic religion; and that any arrangement, founded. 
on this basis of mutual satisfaction and security, and _ 
extending to them the full enjoyment of the civil 
constitution of their country, will meet their perfect _ 
concurrence. This resolution was unanimously 

adopted, Feb. 1, 1810, at a meeting of the En lish. 
Roman Catholics, with the exception of the Rev. | 
Dr. Milner, the agent of the Irish prelates. This 
having been cast into the form of a petition, was 
signed by the vicars-apostolic of the London, Nor- 
thern, and Western districts, and their coadjutors, 
and by about two hundred of the principal Ro- 


-man Catholic noblemen, gentlemen, and clergy. - 
_ These measures of the English Roman Catholics, 


though adopted with so much caution, gave great — 
offence t the Irish prelates, and led to many dis- — 
putes. It will, however, be perceived, that they — 
— took 1 care to leave room sufficiently large, by 
which to retrace their steps, if it were found neces- 
‘sary ; namely, ‘ Whatever might primarily, or inter- 
mediately, or ultimately, be proposed by government, 
if it contained a single iota, znconsistent with the strict-_. 
est adherence to the tenéts or discipline of the Roman — 
Catholic religion, the gentlemen who subscribed the 
resolution in question, might most honourably, most 
; conscientiously, and consistently refuse it.’ P. 197— 
In the progress of the history, Mr. Butler informs | 
his readers what were the sentiments of Rome re-— 
the Veto. That these were favourable to 
e sentiments of the English Roman Catholics ap- — 
pears from a rescript of Mons. Quarantotti, dated © 
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16th of Feb, 1814, written during the time of the 
pes in France. After the liberation of 
et Pius VII, his holiness answered a letter of | 


congretaletie sent him by the English Roman Ca- 


tholics, in which he informs them, that as it respect- — 
ed the rescript first now mentioned, ‘ he should most | 


willingly Coney with their wishes, as far as the dig- 


nity, the purt ond the integrity of the Catholic religion 
By a subsequent letter from Cardinal © 


would 
Lirra, dated Genoa, 26th of April, 1815, we are 
furnished with some important information, how far 
his holiness could allow his subjects in England to 
go, in order to satisfy the government that their sub- 


jection to the pope would not endanger the safety of 
the state. ‘ His holiness will feel no hesitation in © 
allowing those to whom it appertains, to present to — 
the king’ s ministers a list of candidates, in order that _ 
if any of them should be obnoxious or suspected, _ 


the government might immediately point him out, in 


~ 


sie that he might be expunged; care however be-— 


taken to leave a sufficient number for his holiness | 3 


to choose therefrom individuals, whom he mightdeem _ 


best. qualified in the Lord for governing the vacant 
churches. Tue EXAMINATION OF: PAPAL RE- 


SCRIPTS CANNOT EVEN BE MADE A SUBJECT OF 


NEGOCIATION ; ; SUCH A PERMISSION CANNOT BE 


GRANTED, WHEN IT Is PRACTISED, IT IS AN 


ABUSE, WHICH THE HOLY SEE, TO PREVENT 
GREATER EVILS, Is FORCED TO BEAR AND TO- : 


LERATE, BUT CAN NEVER APPROVE’!!! 

_ “The letters from which the above extracts are 

made, are inserted at length in ‘ The t from the 
Select Committee appointed to report the nature and sub- 
stance of the laws and ordinances existing in foreign 
states, respecting the regulations of the Roman Catho- 
cs in ecelestasiatical matters, and their intercourse with 
the see of the Rome, or any other foreign ecclesiastical 
Jurisdictions ; with an A Ordered by the House 


to 26th June, P. 201— 
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singular, that ‘his should 

grant the examination of his rescripts to the.petty 
rotestant states of Germany, yet 

refuse such a license to the ioe of Great sacra 


But can the state be safe, when several millions 
of its subjects are under the immediate and secret 


direction of a foreign potentate? 
___ “ This account of the proceedings of the Irish and 


English Roman Catholics, respecting the Veto, .con- 
firms the correctness of the sentiments of the cele- 
brated J udge Mlackagynsy i in his Commentaries, Book 
iv. chap. 4. p. 35. ‘‘ If once they could be brought 


to renounce the supremacy of the pope, they might 


quietly enjoy their seven sacraments, their purgatory, — 


and auricular confession ; their worship of reliques — 
and images; nay, even their transubstantiation. But 
while they acknowledge a foreign power, superior to the 
sovereignty of the kingdom, they cannot complain if the 
laws of kingdom not pe them ie footing 


of good subjects.’ 


SECTION Vi... 


of Lined Colchester, Lord Somers, the Rev. 
and ‘Concluding Remarks. 


Having furnished historical proof that the Roman 
Catholics, of this country, are compelled, when the 
commands of the pope of Rome are opposed to the 
requirements of the king of England, “ to hold to 
the former and despise | the latter,” I shall proceed 

to give a few quotations in further proof of the indis- 
- putable fact, that ‘“‘ no man can serve two masters.” 
fe Oo speech of the Right Honorable Mr. Abbot, 
now Lord Colchester, in. 1813, he said, ‘“‘ The a 
— tolie vicars are the direct diplomatic agents of the 

papal see, governing, ecclesiastically, half a million - 
of his majesty’s subjects,in Great Britain. By their 
office they are bound to execute the mandates of 
the pope, without the power of hesitation or delibe- 
ration ; and these mandates, so delivered, the great 
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who adhere to the church of Rome, 1 hold to 


of Rome I hold to be p a1 ges enemies and traitor 


to the realm of Englan 
trust in this or any other Protestant coun 


ceived hetisetves, conscientiously, bound to obey. 
This was the complaint loudly made by the English 
Catholics, in 1790, and it is for their protection, as 
well as for our own safety, that no such office should 


be tolerated within the king’s dominions.” * “a 


Now, admitting the correctness of the above re- 
presentation, ought not the Roman Catholics, before 
they are admitted to political authority, to be re 
quired so to renounce their allegiance to their spiri 


tual head, that they might be able to give a pled 


of their entire allegiance to the political head o 
these nations ! ? As to what is requisite to nt 


that pledge, let the legislature determine. 


The celebrated Lord Somers has said, ‘“‘ Tho 


Catholics! and those who adhere to the cou 


and totally unfit for an 


I am not aware whether such a distinction reall 


exists among the English or Irish Roman Catholic 


or not, as that made by this eminent statesman, be 
tween persons ‘‘ adhering to the church of Rome, 
and others who “adhere also to the court of Rome ;’ 
but could this be practically demonstrated, then - 
should admit that those whom he calls “ good Ca- 
tholics” might be safely entrusted with political va f 
thority ; seeing there is nothing in sentiments whic 

are purely religious that interferes with the most 
unlimited subjection to the chief magistrate. The 
sentiments of the Moravians who acknowledge 

connection with their bishops in Bohemia, and of 
us, the Protestant dissenters, who do not acknow- : 
ledge the religious supremacy of the king, are by no 
means inimical to the most entire recognition of the © 


political supremacy of the monarch, as we claim no — 


exemption from the operation of any human laws, 


_ but those which mere, with the nents of con- 


. This allusion is to the celebrated 6 Protestation. ae 
+ Tracts, vol. iii. 236. | | 
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science, - Let the English and Irish Roman Catho- © 
lics solemnly declare, upon oath, that their vicars 


apostolic in this country, and Jesuits of Stoney- | 


hurst and Maynooth, and the various Roman Ca-— 
tholic bishops, owe no kind of subjection to their 
ecclesiastical superiors, but what relates to religious — 
sentiment ; that there is nothing in their creed which — 
would suffer them to interfere with the consciences — 
of those who dissent from the church of Rome; 
and as the proof of their sincerity in these respects, — 
let agree, and the body of the 


laity signify their approbation, that the prelates 


and clergy shall be as much under the power of the 
_ British government as the clergy of the church of 
England; amenable to, and liable to be degraded. 
by the civil magistrate, and then [ take it for granted | 
_ there will be no insuperable objection to their being 
relieved from the operation of those tests, which our 
forefathers, especially the great statesmen at the Re- 
volution, deemed indispensable for the safety of this” 
I now introduce the opinions of that powerful 
_ defender | of religious liberty, Dr. Philip Furneaux, 
name deservedly honorable among Protestant dis- 
‘‘The church of Rome, indeed,” says Dr. F., — 
‘‘ asserts her own supremacy over the civil power, in 
every country. And accordingly she demands an 
absolute submission in all her members, subversive 
not only of the rights of a free people; but of all 
the obligations of society, and the very foundations 
of civil polity. She claims an utter exemption 
of all ecclesiastical persons, and of all their rights 
and possessions, from the jurisdiction and authority 
of the magistrate. This claim the church of Rome — 
hath always advanced, and wherever she hath had op-— 
portunity, exercised, without even in a single instance 
giving it up. Since the reformation, the times have 
been growing more and more unfavoirable to the 
exercise of that enormous power, which formerly held 
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the civil authority all over Europe in absolute sub- 


jection and dependence. But the church, ever at- 
tentive to her favourite supremacy, still takes every 


method to prevent its further depression, and even — 


to restore it, if possible, to its former glorious exalt- _ 
ation. With this worthy design, a large folio vo- 

lume, in Latin, in a small type, was printed in Eng- 
land (without any name of place or printer) in the 
year 1753, (of which I have a copy now in my hands) 


under the. care of the Jesuits, and the impression 


sent to Portugal, for the use of the ecclesiastics in 


that kingdom. It is entitled, ‘ Opusculum Theolo- 


gicum-Juridicum, de utroque Recursu:’ &c. &c. * So 
that, according to the doctrine which this book is 
intended to establish, by an infinite number of rea- 
sons and authorities (such as they are) from the'de-— 
crees of popes, of councils, of the holy office of 
Inquisitions, and of numberless Romish canonists 


and casuits; the civil power hath NEVER any con- 


troul over the ecclesiastical, but the ecclesiastical a.- 
ways over the civi/. And even the power, assumed 
and exercised by the popes in the darkest ages of 
deposing seeperors, kings, and all other princes and 


‘Magistrates, is explicitly asserted and maintained.— 


This work, so much adapted to promote the glory of 
Holy Church, is > emg under the patronage of the 
king of kings: Sub Regis Regum patrocinio, omni- 
bus Regibus, &e. &e. &e. Itis a performance calcu- 
lated to free the yotaries of Rome, not only from the — 


obligations of civil but of divine authority ; furnish- 


ing such distinctions, evasions, and decisions, with 
regard to the most flagitious and even unnatural 


_ crimes, as amply instruct men how to commit them, 
“salva conscientid !’ 1s not this astonishing, in modern 


times, in aman of letters, and as I have been in- 


formed, polite and conversable.” 


And now, until the contrary be proved, I shall 


assume, that I have shown by prmeeneg documents 


See the title i in Farneaux’ 's Rather to Blackstone. 
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and that the question of the Ca: 


tholic claims has nothing at all to do with religion 
and liberty of conscience. Is it not then a deeply 
affecting consideration, that at a late ‘‘ commemora- 
tive dinner,” at which the’ chief of our ministers 


and people, “the opulent and high-spirited amongst 
the dissenters of England,” were all present; 
they should, as it is said they did, hail the toasts 


which assumed that the Catholic cause was “‘ liberty 
of conscience!” That this is ‘“ every man’s right, 
and every nation’s best interest,” is become almost 


a truism in this country, in which I hesitate not 


_ to affirm every one enjoys it. It is a most grati- 
fying reflection, that since the accession of the 


House of Hanover to the throne of England, no one 


has been legally deprived of ‘‘ liberty of conscience” 


properly so called. Nor are there any protestants, 


I suppose, I am sure there are no protestant dissen- 


ters but what will heartily say, (if such persons are 


_ to be found in this happy nation,) “‘ Speedy relief to 


all His Majesty’s subjects who still labour under 
any legal disabilities on account of their religious 
belief.” * Now these ministers and gentlemen who 
cheered this sentiment so loudly, as referring to 
the Roman Catholics, know that those who op- 
pose Catholic Emancipation are equally zealous 
with themselves for ‘‘liberty of conscience,” and 
would be equally desirous that “‘all who labour 


under legal disabilities, on account of their re/- 


gious bt be relieved and speedily re- 


* These toasts, I am bap to say, were ‘fot prepared by ms 
United Committee, (as were all the others,) but were volunteered 


by the royal chairman on his own responsibility, — 
It has given me also unspeakable pleasure to learn, tliat the 


Roman Catholics at this ‘commemoration dinner,” Lord Stourton, 
Mr. Charles Butler, &c. &c., were there not at the invitation, or 
with the concurrence of the United Committee ; but as the per- 
sonal friends of a gentleman, who, when his health was proposed, 
was introduced ‘‘as a sample of dissenting representatives :°— 
and of whom the royal chairman said, he trust 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| | 
| 
| 


heved. But I again say, let it be proved, that 
the Catholics are enthralled on account of their 


conscience properly so called, and that they suffer 
legal disabilities on account of their religious belief — 


properly so called. If these things are not proved, 


it will not arise from the want of learning or abi- 


lity in many of those who were present, but from 
some other cause. I would not use the word chal- 
lenge, because it partakes too much of the spirit of 


the world; but I respectfully and earnestly entreat 


them to prove for my information, and that of many 
others, who may also perhaps need satisfaction re- 


 specting it; that the subject of the Roman Catholic 


claims is a matter of liberty of conscience, and that 
they suffer legal disabilities on account of religion. It 


_ is not sufficient (at least not to my understanding) | 


for persons to “‘ hail with zeal and unanimity —the 
final abrogation of all tests,—in all classes of their 


fellow-subjects,— by whatever name they may be 


called,—to whatever part of the empire they may 


belong,—and by whatever rites they may worship 


the Deity according to the dictates of their con- 
sciences.’ The speech referred to may not have been 
correctly reported ; but if it be, and the allusion was’ 
to the Roman Catholics of England and Ireland, I 
regret to find that such declamation, however elo- 
quent or eminent the speaker, was received by Pro- 


testant dissenters with ‘‘immense cheering!” Itisa _ 


matter of notoriety, that the Roman Catholics worship 
the Deity according to the dictates of their own con- — 
sciences : for what rite of religion, which they observe 
in their public worship, are they labouring under any 

legal disability? It is tome most evident and equally - 
plain, that the tests which affect the Roman Ca- 
tholics, relate to their political and not to their rei. 
gious tenets. I need scarcely say, that I feel tremb- 
ingly alive to the dangers which will result to the 


cause of Protestantism in this country, should any 


considerable number of the Protestant dissenters 
present petitions to the legislature for what is called 
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Catholic My serious opinion is, 


that by so doing, an irreparable injury will be done 
to our common faith ; and my fervent prayer to the 
Father of mercies is, that such inconsistent conduct 
may not be manifested. 

Nor can I calmly contemplate the “ strifes and ! 


debates” which the introduction of this question will 


produce in many of our congregations. I know not 
how it may affect the English Presbyterians, as I 
am not at’ all acquainted with the state of. one 

among their people upon this subject: they may — 
probably be in general inclined to take the side of 
the Roman Catholics, and, therefore,. they may not 
have two parties upon the subject ; * but as regards 
the Independents and Baptists, though. some of the 


ministers of each denomination may introduce the 


measure, I am persuaded the great majority of evan- 

geripal dissenters are so strongly opposed to the. 
oman Catholics, that they will be willing to remain 

strictly neutral on the question of their claims. Most 


_ of them, especially the aged and influential persons, 


have a strong abhorrence of popery: they still smell 


the smoke of the martyrs, who perished in the flames 


of Smithfield. Let us hope that this subject will not 


* set the father against the son, and the son against 


the father, the mother against the daughter, and the 
daughter against the mother.” QO! that the warning 
voice may be heard, “‘ Leave off contention before iu 
be meddled with, for the beginning sh sirife is as when — 
one letteth out water.” 

Suffer me to say, that, as a member of he: “s ‘Ge- 
neral Body of Dissenting Ministers of the Three 
Denominations,’ I deprecate the introduction of 
this subject at the Red Cross-Street Library. I 


- can hardly imagine that any three persons of each 


denomination can be found who would unite to con- 
vene a meeting of the Body for,such a. purpose 


subject in be fairly stated 1 in the secretary $ notice 


ws Since e above was written I have seen ‘the Resolutions of | 
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for such meeting. Let it. not be called as in 1813, 
“to consider the propriety of presenting a petition 
for the repeal of all the penal statutes now in force — 
on the salute of religion ;’? but that a petition be 

presented to the legislature for ‘‘the removal of the 

civil disquali ifications which relate to the Roman Ca- 
tholics.” \t will then be fairly ascertained whether 
a majority of our body will or will not support the 
claims of the Roman Catholics. I hope a large ma- 
jority would decide, that such a subject is no more 
proper for us according to the constitution of our So- 
ciety, even to discuss, than would be the political — 
question of a reform in parliament! Let us strictly — 
observe the apostolic precept ; “‘ and that ye study to 
be quiet and mind your own business.” Asa society of 
Protestant dissenting ministers, our proper business 
regards those religious subjects which concern our 


own civil and religious liberties, and not those political 


questions which relate to a class of spay (00 with whom 
we have no connection. e 


As a minister, too, of one of those babliniekatiois | 


which appoint representatives to the ‘‘ deputies for 
defending the civil rights of Protestant dissenters,” I 
take the liberty to say again to’ that numerous and 
respectable body of men, as I addressed them, April 
28, 1825, under the signature of ‘“‘ Philo Protestans : 4 
— hoping, that they will act upon the spirit of 
the recommendation ; ‘‘ Neither bless them at all, 
nor curse them at all.” Let them fight their own 
battle. They have not asked for your co-operation : 
—they will not thank you for it. They know you 
‘too well to expect any respect from you for their 
religious principles: and you know them too well, 
not to know, that if they were to have political power, 
they would use it to deprive you of your liberty to 
worship God according to your consciences. Let 
no sophistry impose upon your understanding! Let 
no false ratiocination beguile your judgment! © Fear 
not being charged with ‘bigotry,’ ‘intolerance, 
or Your principles, as Protestant 
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are not in the question! You 


will be unworthy of the name of being the descen- 


dants of Calamy, and Owen, and Kiffin, if you give 
any support to ‘feel Catholics! Refuse then to 
sanction any proposal to petition for the Roman Ca- — 


tholics have seats in parliament; or offices on 


the bench; or places in the council of the realm! 
Resolve, cos you will not contribute, in any degree, 


towards nslaving your children, or. again bringing 


‘a yoke upon their necks, which neither we nor our | 


fathers were able to bear.’ ‘ Wetens you, guit your-— 
Selves like men; BE STRONG! 


Mic 


Considering myself also as a member of that 


| large family of Protestant dissenters spread through- 
out the united empire, I address them as bre- 


thren descended from the same common stock, (not — 


from the two thousand nonconformist ministers, 


who, however it may be true, ‘‘ that they sacrificed — 
interest to conscience,” yet were dissenters from — 
necessity and not from principle), the stock, from 
which genuine evangelical dissenters sprung, were 
William Tyndale, John Frith, Richard Lambert, and 
those who were called Sacramentarians, who, before 
the reformation in England suffered as Protestant 


dissenters. You have the blood of Martyrs running 


in baa eins ; of men, who said, even at the stake, 
one but Christ, none but Christ;” who loved not 


their lives unto the death in resisting the persecu- 
ting spirit | of that popish age. May I not indulge 


the pleasing expectation, that you, from an abhor- 


rence of popery, will refuse to sanction the applica- 


tion of Roman Catholics for that political authority, 


which, it is possible, may, at no distant period be 


employed, if not for the destruction of your bodies, 


yet for the deterioration of your liberties? . Surely 


we ought seriously to deliberate how we lend our 
assistance to obtain power in the state for ‘ those,” 
as the great John Locke describes the Roman Ca- 
tholics, “that will not own and teach the dut of 
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value of religious liberty cannot be too highly esti- 
mated, nor too sacredly preserved; nor can our ~ 
Opposition to the church of Rome be too strongly __ 
marked. To enforce this statement, suffer me to 
‘present you with a quotation from a sermon, by the 
a Dr. Samuel Chandler, in 1734. He was an 
eminent Presbyterian pastor in the church, in Old 
Jewry, now removed to Jewin Street. After hav-— 
ing proved, that all the marks of Antichrist, or 
_ “of that beast, which it is prophesied, should as- 
cend out of the bottomless pit,” belonged to the 
church of Rome, he says, “ And when we think of 
the souls of those which she hath slain for the word — 
of God and the testimony which they held, \et us, in — 
abhorrence of this impiety and cruelty, cry out: 
HOw Loné, O LorpD, HOLY AND TRUE, DOST THOU 
NOT JUDGE AND AVENGE THEIR BLOOD ON THEM © 
THAT DWELL UPON THE EARTH. Adhere, there- © 
fore, my brethren, to THE PROTESTANT RELIGION, 
I mean, the religion of the New Testament. Be © 
thankful to God for the privileges you enjoy; educate © 
your children firmly zm the principles of civiL AND 
RELIGIOUS LIBERTY. Walk worthy your obligations 
and your privileges, that God may not be provoked 
to withdraw his protection from you, nor give you 
up into the hands of men, who, wherever they pre- 
vail, bring ruin and slavery, inquisitions, and tortures 
with them; and whose true character is, ‘“‘ THAT 
THEIR TENDER MERCIES ARE CRUELTIES.” ay 
In conclusion then, I venture to adopt the words 
of a prophet, addressed by him to the pious king 
Jehoshaphat, and most respectfully and earnestly 
say to every Protestant dissenting minister, and to 
all who compose the various and numerous congre- 
gations of Protestant dissenters in Great Britain and 
lreland, in relation to petitioning on the subject of 
the Roman Catholic claims: —‘‘ SHou.tpEst THovU 
HELP THE UNGODLY, AND LOVE THEM THAT HATE 
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No. 1. | 
Cardinal Leto again the Outh of 


To the very Reverend George Blackwell, Archpresbyter of 
English. His eminence Robert 


sends greeting. 


Venerable Brother in Christ. Ie is almost 40 years since we 


saw one another; but I have never forgot our old acquaintance, 


and, being unable to testify my regard in any other way, have not | 


failed to commend you, whilst diligently labouring in our Lord’s 
vineyard, to God in my prayers, not doubting that during all this 
time I have lived in your memory, and have ned a Place i in your 
prayers before the altar of the Lord. 

We have therefore continued till this time to love one another, 
not in words and letters, but, as St. John says, in deed and in 
truth. But this silence I am now obliged to ~ak by the intelli- 
gence which we have lately received of your bonds and imprison- 
ment, which though it might appear unpleasing on account of the 
loss which the church has sustained of your pastoral care, yet 


appeared at the same time pleasant, because you will thereb i 


draw near to the glory of martyrdom, than which there is no gi 
of God more excellent, after having for so many years fed your 
flock with word and doctrine, being now feeding it in a glorious 
manner with the example of your patience. 


_ But this joy has not been a little Seeareedi on the contrary it 
has been almost destroyed, by the sad intelligence which has since _ 


arrived, of the trial of your constancy in refusing the unlawful 
oath exhibited | by your adversaries, and of its having been weak- 
ened if not overcome. For, my very dear brother, that oath could 
not possibly be lawful which was presented to you, however it 
might be qualified and modified. For you are aware that such 
modifications are no other than the craft and subtlety of Satan, 
whose object is to make an assault, either directly or indirectly, 
upon the Catholic Faith concerning the primacy of the apostolic 


see, for which faith so many martyrs in this very England itself 


have contended even. unto blood. For certainly, in whatever 
words the oath may be framed in that kingdom, its tendency is, to 
transfer the authority of the head of the church from the successor 
of St. Peter to the successor of Henry the Eighth i in England. For 
as to the objection concerning the King ‘s life being in danger, if 
the Pope were to possess that power in England which he pos- 
sesses in all other Christian kingdoms, it is plainly seen to be 
entirely without foundation by all who are endowed with the, least 
_ degree of wisdom; inasmuch as, from the first age of the church 
down to the t time, it was never heard of that a Pope com- 
manded a prince to be slain, although a heretic, a heathen, or a 
rsecutor, or approved of his being slain by any one. Why then, 
ones does the x of England only fear that which not a single 
prince, out of so great a number, fears? But (as I have said) these 


- various pretences are the deceptions 


times, could easily relate, if I had to write, 
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and stratagems of Satan, of — 
which not a few are to be met with in the histories of ancient — 
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not a letter, but a book. 1 will recall to your remembrance one 
only, by way of example. St. Gregory Nazianzen, in his First 
Oration against Julian, writes, that that emperor, in order to im- 
upon unsuspecting Christians, mixed the images of the false — 
s with the images of the Emperor, which last the Romans were 


Appendix, 


in the habit of worshipping with a kind of civil honour, so that no— 


one could worship the image of the emperor without at the same 
time worshipping the images of the gods. Hence it came to pass 
that many were deceived; whilst if any, on account of this decep- 
tion, refused to worship the image of the emperor; they were 
grievously punished, for having despised Cesar in his image. — 
Something of this kind appears to me to be found in this oath 
offered for your acceptance ; it not being in the power of any one 

to show his detestation of treason against the king, and to profess _ 
civil subjection, without being obliged at the same time perfidi- 
ously to deny the primacy of the catholic see. But the servants 
of Christ, and especially the higher members of the priesthood, 
when the faith is in danger, ought to be so far from taking an un- 


-lawful oath, that they should beware of being suspected to have 


done so, lest they should seem to have set an example of prevari- 
cation to the faithful. We find a memorable instance of this in 
the case of the famous Eleazar, who would neither eat swine’s 
flesh, nor pretend that he had eaten it, although the most grievous 
torments seemed to await him, lest, either he himself, (as we read 
in the second book of Maccabees,) or many of the young men, 
should be led by this dissimulation to prevaricate with the laws. 


_ Nor did Basil the Great act less valiantly, and with an example 


better suited to our own affairs, towards the emperor Valens. For — 
(as Theodoret writes in his history) when the lieutenant: of the 
heretical emperor exhorted St. Basil not to resist the emperor on 
account of a trifling matter about doctrines, the wise and holy man 
replied ‘‘ that it was not to be borne that a single syllable of the 
divine doctrines should be corrupted ;” but that they ought rather 


- to submit to every kind of Porat in their defence. Indeed, 


I think that none of you will say, that it is a matter of smaJl im- 
portance which is contained in the oath proposed to Catholics, and 


_ that the command of the king ought not to be resisted for such a 


trifle. On the contrary, holy men will not be wanting resembling - 


Basil the Great, who will openly affirm, that not the very least 


syllable of the divine doctrines ought to be corrupted, even though 
torments and death itself should be threatened. Amongst these, 
it is proper that you should be one, or rather the captain and 
standard bearer. And although, either the being come upon 
unawares, or the sharpness of the persecution, or the imbecility of 
old age, or any other reason should have shaken your constancy, 


yet we trust so much in the compassion of the Saviour, and in 
your long continued virtue, as that though you seem in some | 
_ measure to have imitated the fall of St. Peter and of St. Marcel- 


linus, you will happily imitate their fortitude in renewing your 
strength and maintaining the truth. For if you will but diligently 
meditate upon the whole matter, you will soon perceive, that it is’ 
no small matter which is brought into danger by this oath, but one 
of the principal articles of our faith, and of the foundations of the 


' Catholic religion. For hear what your apostle Gregory the Great 
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writes — Let reverence for the apostolic see 


papal chair, 


be disturbed by the 


resumption of no one; for then the members remain unhurt, if no | 


| bijery is done to the head of the faith. Wherefore St, 


being witness, when the disturbing, the diminishing, or the de. 
struction of the primacy of the apostolic see is in question, it — 
reaches to the cutting off of the head of the faith, and to the state 


_ of the whole body and of all the members. Which’ very thing St. | 


in his third sermon concerning -his elevation to the 


Leo confirm 
" tlole he says that a special charge is received from 


the Lord; and he properly praised for the faith of Peter, as though 
the state of the rest would be more certain, if his own mind re- 
mained unconquered; on which account, in his epistle to the 


_ bishops of the province of Vienne, does not hesitate to declare that 


he ought to be deprived of the divine mystery, who shall presume 


_ to give up the authority of Peter. In another place he says, 


Whosoever thinks that the primacy of this see ought to be denied, 
cannot in the least lessen its dignity; but he himself being puffed up 
with a spirit of pride, plunges himself into perdition. But I am 


_ well aware, that these and many other things of the same kind are 


known by you, who, besides other books, have often read the 
Visible Monarchy of your countryman Saunders, a laborious 
writer, and one who well deserved of the English church; and 
cannot be ignorant that those holy and learned men, John Bishop 


_of Rochester, and Thomas More, for this important doctrine, were, 


with many others, guides to martyrdom, to the great glory of the 
English nation, within our own memory. But | wish to recall to 
your memory, that it becomes you to recover yourself, and, con- 
sidering the importance of the matter, not to rely too much upon © 
your own judgment, nor to be wiser than becomes you. Although 
perbeps. your fall did not proceed from inconsideration, but from 
uman weakness, and from fear of imprisonment and tortures, | 


beseech you not to prefer your temporal liberty to the glorious 


liberty of the children of God, and not, in order to escape a mo- | 
mentary and light tribulation, to lose that eternal weight of glory 


which tribulation itself is working for you. Long have you fought 


a good fight; you have almost finished your course; for many 


| oleae you ve kept the faith; do not therefore so easily lose the 


reward of so many labours; do not deprive yourself of the crown 


of righteousness which has long been preparing for you. Do not 


confound the countenances of so many of your fathers and chil- | 
dren; the eyes of the whole church are at this very moment upon | 
you. Nay, you have become a spectacle unto the world, unto 
angels, and to men. Do not so conduct yourself in the last stage 
of life as to leave to your friends matter for lamentation, and matter 
for joy to your enemies. But, rather on the contrary, which we 
hope, and for which we constantly pour out! our prayers to our 
God, gloriously hoist the standard of the faith, and make that - 
church glad which you had made sorrowful, so as to merit from the _ 


Lord, not only pardon, but a crown, F arewell, act manfully, and 


let your heart be strengthened. oe 
Your Brother aud Servant in Christ, - 
ROBERT CARDINAL BELLARMINE. 
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Appendir. 
No. IT. 


The following Letter to Dr. Morton and Protestation, ure to be 


found in a Tin Box in the British Museum. 


‘¢ Mr. Butler, the secretary to the Catholic Committee, presents _ 
ts to Dr. Morton, and by the desire of the Committee __ 

e liberty to acquaint him, that the English Catholics have 

signed an instrument of protestation, by which they disclaim, and 

_ express their abhorrence of certain doctrines imputed to them. 
‘« Mr. Butler therefore requests Dr. Morton will permit him to _ 

wait upon him, and to deliver the protestation into his hands at any 

time Dr. Morton pleases to appoint for that purpose.” — 


his re 


takes 


Lincoln’s Inn, 29th Dec. 1791. 
| | 


the following solemn DECLARATION and PROTESTATION. 


‘¢ Whereas sentiments unfavourable to us as citizens and sub- a 
jects have been entertained by English Protestants on account of __ 


a les which are asserted to be maintained by us and other 


atholics, and which principles are dangerous to society and 


totally repugnant to political and civil liberty; —Itisaduty that _ 
we, the English Catholics, owe to our country, as well as to our- > 
selves, to protest in a formal and solemn manner against doctrines | 
that we condemn, and that constitute no part whatever of our — 


which doctrines we publicly 


they. the British Protestants, disavow. 


‘* Ist. We have been accused of holding as a principle of our — 


religion, that princes excommunicated by the pope and council, 


eir subjects or other persons. 


minable position from being a principle that we hold, that we re- 


We whose names are hereunto subscribed, CATHOLICS of | 
LAND, do freely, voluntarily, and of our own accord, .aake 


e are the more anxious to free ourselves from such impu-— 
tations, because divers Protestants, who profess themselves to be 
real friends to liberty of conscience, have nevertheless avowed __ 
themselves hostile to us on account of certain opinions which we | 
are supposed to hold. And we do not blame those Protestants — 
for their pion h if it proceeds (as we hope it does) not from an © 
intolerant spirit in matters of religion, but from their being misin- __ 
formed as to matters of fact. | 
“ If it were true, that we, the English Catholics, had adopted 
‘the maxims that are erroneously imputed to us, we acknowledge __ 
that we should merit the reproach of being dangerous enemies to 
the state; but we detest those unchristian-like and execrable __ 
maxims; and we severally claim, in common with men of allother _ 
_ religions, as a matter of natural justice, that we, the English Ca- 
_ tholics, ought not to suffer for or on account of any wicked and 
- erroneous doctrines that uy! be held by any other Catholics, — 
lisclaim, any more than British Pro- 
testants ought to be rendered responsible for any dangerous doc- 
trines that ache held by any other Protestants, which doctrines _ 


| nal rf authority of the see of Rome, may be deposed or murdered 
by 
“ But, so far is the above-mentioned unchristian-like and abo- | 
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nor any assembly of 


detest it, and every part thereof, as execrable and 


ject, abhor, a 


impious; and we do solemnly declare, that neither the pope, either _ 


with or without a general council, nor any prelate, nor any priest, 


power whatever, can absolve the subjects of this realm, or any of 


them, from their allegiance to His Majesty King George the Third, 


who is, by authority of parliament, the lawful king of this realm, — 


and of all the dominions thereunto belonging. ss 


2nd. We have also been accused of holding as a principle of 

_ our religion, that implicit obedience is due from us to the orders 
and general councils ; and that therefore if 

general council, should, for the good of the | 


and decrees 


the popes, 
church, command us to take up arms 


st government, or by 


any means to subvert the laws and liberties of this country, or to & 
ons of a different persuasion from us, we (itis 
asserted by our accusers) hold ourselves bound to obey such 


exterminate 


orders or decrees, on pain of eternal fire. | 


‘* Whereas we positively deny, that we owe any such obedience 
to the pope and general council, or to either of them: and we 


believe that no act that is in itself immoral or dishonest, can ever 


be justified by or under colour that it is done either for the good _ 
of the church, or in obedience to any ecclesiastical power what- 
ever. We acknowledge no infallibility in the pope; and we 
neither apprehend nor believe that our disobedience to such orders 
_or decrees (should any such be given or made) could subject us to - 
any punishment whatever. And we hold and insist, that the | 
Catholic church has no power that can, directly or indirectly, pre-— 
judice the rights of Protestants, inasmuch as it is strictly confined _ 
_ to the refusing to them a participation in her sacraments and other _ 
religious privileges of her communion, which no church (as we © 
to give to those out of her pale, and — 


conceive) can be expected 
which no person out of her pale will, we suppose, ever require. _ 
“© And we do solemnly declare, that no church, nor any prelate, 


nor any priest, nor any assembly of prelates or priests, nor | 
any ecclesiastical power whatsoever within this realm, can, 
dence, 


directly or indirectly, affect or interfere with the inde 
sovereignty, laws, constitution or government thereof; or the 
rights, liberties, or persons or properties of the people of the said 


realm, or of any of them; save only and except by the authority 
of parliament; and that any such assumption of power would be 


an usurpation. | 


‘‘ 3rd. We have likewise been accused of holding as a principle | 
power, | 


of our religion, that the pope, by virtue of his  spiritua 
can dispense with the obligations of any compact or oath taken or 
entered into by a Catholic: that therefore, no oath of allegiance, 
or other oath, can bind us; and consequently, that we can give no 
security for our allegiance to any government. 

« There can be no doubt but that this conclusion would be just, 


if the original proposition upon which it is founded were true. But 


we positively deny that we do hold any such principle. And we 


do solemnly declare, that neither the pope, nor any prelate, nor 


siastical power whatever, can absolve us or any of us from, or 
dispense en the obligations of, any compact or oath whatso- 


ever. 


or priests, nor any ecclesiastical — 


any priest, nor any assembly of prelates or priests, nor any eccle- 
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_Appendia. 
4th. We have been accused of as principle of our 
religion, that not only the pope, but even a Catholic priest, has 
power to pardon the sins of Catholics at his will and pleasure; and 
Salssieie, 28 that no Catholic can possibly give any security for his’ 


allegiance to any government, inasmuch as the pope, or a priest, 


can pardon perjury, rebellion, and high-treason. 
“ We acknowledge also the justness of this qasielasion, if the 


proposition upon which it is founded were not totally false: but 
we do solemnly declare that, on the contrary, we believe that no 


sin whatever ean be forgiven at the will of any pope, or of any 


priest, or of any person whatsoever ; but that a sincere sorrow for — 
past sin, a firm resolution to avoid future guilt, and every possible — 


atonement to God and the injured neighbour are the previous and 


forgiveness. 
“5th. And we have also been accused of holding as a principle $ 


of our religion, that ‘no faith is to be kept with heretics.’ So that — 
no ov adh which is not Catholic, can have any security from | 


indispensable many to establish a well-founded expectation of - 


us for our allegiance and peaceable behaviour. 


_ This doctrine, ‘ that faith is not to be kept with heretics,’ we 


reject, reprobate, and abhor, as being contrary to religion, 


morality, and common honesty ; and we do hold and solemnly de- 


clare, that no breach of faith with any person whomsoever, can 
ever be justified by reason of or under vem that such person 


is an heretic or infidel. 
‘“¢ And we further solemnly declare, that we do make this de- 


claration and protestation, and every part thereof, in the plain and — 


ordinary sense of the words of the same, without ned evasion, 
uivocation, or mental reservation whatsoever, | 
‘« And we appeal to the justice and candour of our fellow citi- 


zens, whether we, the English Catholics, who thus solemnly dis- 


claim, and from our hearts abhor, the above mentioned abominable 
and unchristian-like principles, ought to. be put upon a level with 
any other men ey may hold and profess those principles.” 


Sivelabiery | Rt. Rev. Matthew Gibson, D. D 

_ Stourton | Rt. Rev. Chas. Barrington, D.D 
Petre | Rt. Rev. Chas. D. 
Dormer Rt. Rev. William Sharrock. - 
Clifford he | Rev. Alex. Geddes, L.L. D. 
— Butler, 

Rt. Rev. James Talbot. and about 150 Priests. 


On the parchment sent from Norwich, it is said, ‘‘ There are 
about five hundred Catholics in Norwich, men, women, and 
children, who would readily have signed their names, but it was 


thought the signatures would be sufficient.” 


Many of the signatures on different sheets of parchment which 


amount to 35, are in the same handwriting. 


After the numerous signatures, is the following shenlorandum. 
‘“* The above written solemn instrument of Protestation was 


signed by the English Catholics at the beginniig of the year — 


1789. 
‘‘ As soon as the committee of the English Catholics received 
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it, they transt ited it to Mr. Walmsley y» the honourable James 
Talbot, the honourable Thomas Talbot, and Mr: Matthew Gibson, 


the then four vicars ee of the "English mission: they all — 


signed it. The three first with their own hands, the last by Mr, 
James Talbot, whom he authorized to sign it for him. | 
‘« After this it was circulated generally among all the clergy, and 
among all the Catholic laity of any kind of consequence or re- 
spectability in England, and not more than six or seven refused to 
sign it. | 
“« After Mr. Talbot had slid Mr. Gibeoe’ s name to it, it was 
suggested ‘tes, the committee that the authority given by Mr. 
Gibson to Talbot to sign it was, upon condition that he 
thought his signature necessary to the success of the bill then in— 
agitation for the relief of the Catholics, The committee did not 
think his signature necessary, and doubted therefore whether they — 
were warranted under these circumstances to accept his signature. 
They signified this to Mr. James Talbot, and by his direction and 
in his presence it was erased. & 
Mr. Walmsley and Mr. Robert signified to the 


‘mittee their wish to have their respective names erased, and one — 


other clergyman is said to have signified a like wish to one of his 
friends, 

Thom ‘Wild, of Lallworth Castle, in the county of 
Dorset, desired it might be mentioned to the officer at the Museum. 
who should receive the protestation, © that he wished his name to 


be withdrawn, as it was against his will and without his consent 


that it was brought to the Museum.’ | | 
‘‘ No other signature has been recalled, fev the time it was 


signed until the a moment it has been in my custody. 


“It was resolved at,their last general meeting in June last, 
‘That as the oath contained in the bill for the relief of Eng- 
lish Catholics, is not expressed i in the words of the protestation ; 
the English Catholics take this occasion to repeat their adherence 


to the protestation, as an explicit declaration of their civil and_ 
social principles ; and direct the Committee to use their endea- — 


vours to have it deposited in the Museum, or some other place of 


_ public institution, that it may be yserldet there, as a lasting me- 


morial of their political and moral integrity.’ — 

‘In consequence of this resolution, it is this 30th day of 
December, 1791, delivered to Doctor Morton, principal Librarian 
the British Museum, by 

id CHARLES BUTLER, 
to the English Catholics. " 
| 


Tnn. 


| 


do hereby acknowledge to have received this parchment writing 


_ from the above named Charles Butler, on the 30th day of December, 


1791, in the presence of William Throgmorton, Esq. for the pur- 
pose of being presented to the Trustees of the British Museum, and 


of being lod in may archives of that national 


MORTON 
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Appendix. 
No. LII. 


Extracts from the [Roman] *‘ Catholic Journal” of the 
21st inst. 


At a meeting of the [Roman] Catholic Association, at the 
Freemasons’ Tavern, Saturday, 14th June. Lord STouRToN in 
_ the chair, the Secretary, Mr. Blount, said, ‘‘ I have a few more — 
letters to offer|to your notice ; the first is from the Rev. Mr. Asp-_ 
LAND, a Unitarian Minister, inclosing a copy of resolutions 
agreed to at a meeting of the Uuitarian Association, on the 28th 


inst. : — | 
Rev. Mr. Aspland to Mr. Blount. = — 


‘Sirn,— Secretary of the British and Foreign Unitarian 
Association, it is my pleasing duty to transmit to you the accom- 
panying resolution; and I beg individually to express my ardent — 
wishes for the success of the Roman Catholics in their applica-_ 
tions to the legislature, for relief from the fetters which an un-_ 


'y has fastened upon them. 1 remain, Sir, 
‘© Your very humble and obedient servant, 
‘ Unitarian Association Rooms, 
Walbrook, June 10, 18238. 
‘ To Edward Blount, Esq. Secretary to the ~ 
ba My Catholic Association.’ 


righteous polt 


‘P.S. My address is Rev. R. ASPLAND, Hackney.’ 
At a Gene 


day, May 28th, 1828. 


‘It was resolved,— That no difference of religious opinions, — 
however wide, can lessen the sensibility of this meeting to the 
liberal and generous support which they received in the late appli- 
cation to Parliament, from the Roman Catholics of the United | 
Kingdom : and'that common gratitude would compel them to make — 
in return, a tender of their best wishes on behalf of the claims of | 
_ the Roman Catholics for unrestricted and equal religious freedom, © 
_ if they were not bound to aid, according to their means, the > 


cause of these their fellow-subjects and fellow-christians by the 


still higher obligations of patriotism and religion,—believing as _ 
they do, in the|sincerity of their minds, that the existing disquali- _ 


fications which aggrieve the British and Irish Roman Catholic 
population are in open hostility, to the peace and union and pros- 
perity of the kingdom, and are'at the same time a sure hindrance 


to the progress of the Protestant faith, and a violation of and dis- | 
honour to our common Christianity, which establishes no point of © 


morality more plainly, nor commands any duty more solemnly, 


than that one Christian shall not make the condition of another ~ 
_ more wretched or less happy on account of his faithful adherence | 


to the dictate of conscience, and the law of his God.’ * 
‘ This letter ‘and the resolution excited great applause.’ — 


* The persons who adopted the above resolutions are known ae Paws. i | 
BYTERIANS in their connection with the “‘general body of Protestant dis- _—-- 


senters of the three denominations in London and Westminster.” 
The term English Presbyterians has been long obsolete, and the Presby- 
terian denomination may be said to be extinct. Those who still bear the name 


in one connection, but who cail themselves Unitarians in another, are, in point 


of numbers, as compared with either of the other’denominations, exceed- 


ingly inconsiderable, and ought not to be viewed as representing in any — 


sense the body of Protestant dissenters. 


“R. ASPLAND.’ 


1 Meeting of the British and Foreign Unitarian — 
Association, held at Finsbury Unitarian Chapel, on Wednes-_ 
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